
 
Issue Statement 
The Trial Court Facilities Act of 2002 (Gov. Code, §§ 70301–70404) specifies the 
authority and responsibility of the Judicial Council to exercise policymaking authority 
over appellate and trial court facilities, including but not limited to planning, 
construction, and acquisition, and to “[r]ecommend to the Governor and the Legislature 
the projects to be funded by the State Court Facilities Construction Fund,” (Gov. Code, § 
70391(l)(3)). The Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) will be completing 55 
major capital-outlay projects, including many new courthouses, funded by special 
revenues established by Senate Bills 1732 (Dunn) and 1407 (Perata), and it also receives 
requests periodically to rename existing court facilities. Therefore, a Judicial Council 
policy on the naming of new and existing trial and appellate courthouses is needed. This 
policy would effectively address the capital program under way and the requests received 
by the AOC to rename existing courthouses. The policy also would support the mission 
and policy direction of the Judicial Council in its long-range strategic plan—Goal III, 
Modernization of Management and Administration and Goal VI, Branchwide 
Infrastructure for Service Excellence—by improving existing court facilities to allow 
adequate, suitable space in which to conduct court business. 
 
Recommendation 
The Administrative Office of the Courts recommends that the Executive and Planning 
Committee, on behalf of the Judicial Council, adopt the attached Courthouse Naming 
Policy on an interim basis and direct the Administrative Director to report to the council 
by December 2011 on the implementation of this policy and to make further 
recommendations on the policy at that time. 
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Rationale for Recommendation 
Staff developed the attached policy to support the Judicial Council objective of 
expanding access to justice in California. The AOC will apply the Judicial Council’s 
naming standards to renovated and newly constructed courthouses that it has entirely or 
partially financed and of which it will become the facility owner or majority tenant. The 
same standards also will be applied to existing courthouses. 
 
The policy establishes a process by which courthouses are named. The AOC will 
collaborate with the local court, justice partners, and governmental entities to establish 
recommendations to a Court Facilities Working Group—an advisory body on facility-
related matters to the Administrative Director of the Courts—for its review and 
consideration based on the policy. The Court Facilities Working Group’s Subcommittee 
on Courthouse Names will then evaluate each proposed name relative to this policy and 
will recommend a preferred courthouse name to the Administrative Director. The Judicial 
Council will determine a courthouse name after considering the recommendation of the 
Administrative Director.  
 
Courthouses will be named based on three categories: location and case type, deceased 
person, and living person. Naming courthouses by location and case type is the preferred 
naming standard, as it best supports the Judicial Council goal of enhancing the public’s 
access to justice by providing users with key information about where the courthouse is 
located and its type of proceedings. This is helpful because public users often visit 
courthouses only as jurors or under great stress because of their involvement in a court 
proceeding. This standard is also applied by many other state and local jurisdictions in 
naming their courthouses. Specific examples of this naming standard are contained within 
the policy, as well as the criteria needed for the rare occasion when naming a courthouse 
after either a deceased or a living person is an option under consideration. The policy also 
states specific prohibitions concerning courthouse naming practices. 
 
The interim policy will be used to name several new courthouses currently being sited 
and designed. The Administrative Director will analyze the implementation of the interim 
policy and report back to the Judicial Council on potential modifications to the policy no 
later than December 2011. 
 
While most courthouses have been transferred to the state, 32 court facilities have not yet 
transferred. Until title or responsibility for a courthouse is transferred to the state, the 
courthouse is the responsibility of the local county and that responsibility includes the 
right to name the courthouse.  
 
Alternative Actions Considered  
Staff researched whether there were policies on naming courthouses and found few 
guidelines, policies, or regulations at the federal, state, and local level addressing this 
matter.  
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Comments From Interested Parties  
This policy was not circulated for court or public comment.  
 
Implementation Requirements and Costs  
No additional costs are required to implement the recommendation. The development and 
implementation of a courthouse naming policy is performed solely by AOC staff. 
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I. Purpose of the Policy 
 
The Judicial Council is responsible for California’s courthouses under the Trial Court Facilities 
Act of 2002 and related legislation, which includes responsibility for construction of new 
courthouses and renovation of existing courthouses. It is the policy of the Judicial Council, 
acting through the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC), to name courthouses based on 
standards so there is consistency in identifying courthouses in California. 

 
The AOC will follow the standards set forth in this policy in naming existing courthouses—
including court facilities that are renovated—and new courthouses. 

 
II. Application of Courthouse Naming Standards 
 

The AOC will apply the Judicial Council’s naming standards to renovated and newly constructed 
courthouses that the council has financed, in whole or in part, where the judicial branch is the 
facility owner or majority tenant. These standards also will apply to existing courthouses. 

 
III. Names for Trial and Appellate Courthouses 
 

A. Definitions 
 

Court facility refers to any building that the local court occupies to provide its main 
services, its branch services, or other services and operations. As used in this policy, the 
word courthouse is considered interchangeable with this term. 
 
Court Facilities Working Group is an advisory body to the Administrative Director of the 
Courts on facilities-related matters. The members of this working group are appointed by 
the Administrative Director of the Courts. 
 
Subcommittee on Courthouse Names (the subcommittee) is the subcommittee of the Court 
Facilities Working Group charged with responsibility to review and consider options in 
naming specific existing and new courthouses. The members of the subcommittee are 
appointed by the Administrative Director of the Courts. Its membership will comprise the 
following: two members of the State Bar of California, a retired superior court judge, a 
retired appellate court justice, a superior court judge, and an appellate court justice. The 
subcommittee is responsible for recommending to the Administrative Director of the 
Courts names for courthouses and in doing so may consider comments from members of 
the Court Facilities Working Group. The subcommittee’s operating protocols, including 
the term of each member, will be established by the Court Facilities Working Group. 
 
Case type can include but is not limited to the following caseload identifiers: family law, 
juvenile, criminal, civil, traffic, probate, small claims, mental health, and drug. 
 
Location of a court facility refers to the building’s physical location in either an 
incorporated (i.e., town or city) or unincorporated (i.e., county or region) geographical 
area. 
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B. Naming Standards for Trial and Appellate Courthouses 
 

1. Courthouses will be named based on one of the following three categories: 

 
a. Location and case type, which is the category most commonly used; 

b. Deceased person, which is a rarely used category; or 

c. Living person, which is a category that is very rarely used and only in 
exceptional circumstances. 

 
A courthouse name will not include the name of any business entity, institution, 
foundation, or other organization, whether for profit or not for profit. 

 
2. An explanation of each of category follows. For all name categories, the 

courthouse name must include “Superior Court” or “Court of Appeal” and 
“California.” In each case, the building name may include the term “Courthouse,” 
“Justice Center,” or “Hall of Justice.” 

 
a. Naming Preference 1: Location and Case Type (Most Commonly Used). It 

is the preference of the Judicial Council to name courthouses after their 
location and, if applicable, case type. This convention supports the 
Judicial Council goal of enhancing access to justice because naming 
courthouses after the location and case type provides users with key 
information about where the courthouse is located and the type of 
proceedings conducted within the courthouse.  

 
Examples of courthouse names under the preferred naming standard for trial 
courts are as follows: 

 
Format 

Examples Courthouses Justice Centers Halls of Justice 

Example 1 
El Centro Family Courthouse
Superior Court of California 
County of Imperial 

Selma Regional Justice Center 
Superior Court of California 
County of Fresno 

East County Hall of Justice 
Superior Court of California
County of Alameda 

Example 2 
El Centro Family Courthouse
Superior Court of California 
Imperial County 

Selma Regional Justice Center 
Superior Court of California 
Fresno County 

East County Hall of Justice 
Superior Court of California
Alameda County 

Example 3 
California Superior Court 
El Centro Family Courthouse
Imperial County 

California Superior Court 
Selma Regional Justice Center 
Fresno County 

California Superior Court 
East County Hall of Justice 
Alameda County 

Example 4 
El Centro Family Courthouse
California Superior Court 
Imperial County 

Selma Regional Justice Center 
California Superior Court 
Fresno County 

East County Hall of Justice 
California Superior Court 
Alameda County 
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Examples of courthouse names under the preferred naming standard for appellate 
courts are as follows: 
 

Format 
Examples Appellate Courthouse Names 

Example 1 
State of California 
Court of Appeal 
First Appellate District Courthouse 

Example 2 
California Court of Appeal 
Fourth Appellate District 
Division Three 

Example 3 
State of California 
Court of Appeal  
Fifth Appellate District  

 
 

b. Naming Preference 2: Deceased Person (Rarely Used). Naming a 
courthouse after a deceased person must be carefully considered to protect 
the integrity and independence of the judicial branch. A courthouse may 
be named after a deceased person based on all the following criteria: 
 
i. The person made significant contributions to the state or national 

justice system; 

ii. The person has been deceased for at least 10 years, so as to better 
ensure that the person’s legacy is an example of the values of the 
justice system; and 

iii. Consistency with the California Code of Judicial Ethics. 
 

Examples of deceased persons who meet these criteria may include a 
former president of a state or local bar association, a trial court judge, an 
appellate court justice, or a state or federal legislator. 

 
c. Naming Preference 3: Living Person (Very Rarely Used). Naming a 

courthouse after a living person requires review and analysis of several 
criteria to maintain the public’s confidence in a fair and impartial court 
system and to avoid the appearance of impropriety. Naming a courthouse 
after a living person may be considered only if all of the following criteria 
are met: 
 
i. The person has made recognizable, significant contributions to the 

state or national judicial system; 

ii. The person is neither actively practicing law nor affiliated with a 
law firm, law-related business (e.g., legal publisher, dispute 
resolution firm), or other for profit business entity; 

iii. The person does not have any case pending before a California 
trial or appellate court or a federal court and is not reasonably 
likely to come before those courts in future litigation; 
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iv. The naming does not present a potential conflict of interest as may 
be viewed by the public, government entities, or private 
businesses; and 

v. Consistency with the California Code of Judicial Ethics. 
 

Examples of living persons who may meet these criteria may include a 
former Governor of California or a former Chief Justice of the California 
or United States Supreme Court. 

 
C. Process for Naming Courthouses 

 
Courthouses will be named by the following process:  

 
1. The AOC will collaborate with the local court, justice partners, and governmental 

entities to establish recommendations to the Court Facilities Working Group for 
its review and consideration based on this policy. 

2. The Court Facilities Working Group’s Subcommittee on Courthouse Names will 
evaluate each proposed name under the standards set forth in this policy. 

3. The Subcommittee on Courthouse Names will recommend a preferred courthouse 
name to the Administrative Director of the Courts. 

4. The Administrative Director of the Courts will present a recommendation on the 
name of a courthouse to the Judicial Council, which presentation will include the 
subcommittee’s recommendation.  


